
MINUTES
CHARTOTTE COUNTY BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
Wednesdoy, Augusl 11,2010 - 9 o.m. - Room l19

Chorlotte County Ad minislrotion Center
18500 Murdock CÍrcle

Port Chorlotle, FL 33948-1094

(fhese mínufes are not offîcíal untìl they have been opproved by the Chorlolte
County Boord of Zoning Appeols)

Members Present
Tom Thornberry, Choirmon
Edmund T. Hittson, Vice-Choirmon
Bob Stout, Secrefory
Bill Truex
Michoel Brown

Sloff Present
Derek Rooney, Assistont County Attorney
Nicole C. E. Dozier,Zoning Officiol
Ken Quillen, AICP, Plonner lll
Diqne Clim, Recorder

t.

il.

ilt.

tv.

Coll to Order
ChoirmonThornberry colled the August I1,2010 meeting of the Boord of
Zoning Appeols to order qt 9:00 o.m.

Pledoe of Alleoíonce
Wledthemembersondtheoudienceinrecitingthe
Pledge of Allegionce.

Roll Coll
Fffõolfwos token; o quorum wos present.

persons Wished to provide testimony.

concerning the petitions being
Boord of Zöning Aþpeols meeting

V. Approvol of Mínutes

ACIION: A motion wos presenfed bv Ed Hiffson ond seconded bv Bill Trvex

-^o 

opprove fhe minufes'oî ihe July 14, 2010 meeting oî the Boord of Zonìng
Appeols, wíth a unanimous vofe. 

-

Disclosure Sfofemenfsffiotino sitevisits
preisented before the Auõust I l, 2010
were submitted.

Inlroductíon of Stoff I Comments

vt.

vll.
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Paee 2 of l3" Choirmon Thornberrv introduced stoff. Nico/e Dozier, Zoning Officiol,

Attornev Derek Rooney. ond Choir Thornberry mode introductoiy remorks
reoordino the tvoes of reouests thot the Boórd of Zoning Appeôls would
bã reviei¡¿ino cind the stondords whích must be met, thê'notificotion
process ondhow the Boord of Zoning Appeols mokes its decision.

Vlll. New Business

The followÍng peïìtíons were odyerfísed on July 27, 2010: yAR-10-ll; SE-t0-t5;
ond SE- l0-16

Mr. Thornberrv soid fie will be recusinq himself ond turning the choirmonship
over lo Mr. H¡Itson, Vice-Choir îor fhis-frrsf petilion becousé he_ is a plumbíng
conlroclor ond did give Mr. Truex o propos o[ controct for fhÍs pefÍ,lio n iob.

Mr. Truex soÍd he tronded Ín hís recusol losf monfh when fhís reguesf wos goÍng
fo be heord.

Mr. Thornberw olso welc omed Mn Michoel Brown fo fhe BLA Boord - he fook
Mrs. Seoy's pósífion in Distric| I

PetítÍon #VAR-I0-l I
Gory ond Lorroine McBride ore requesting o vorionce to reduce both side yord
setbocks from 13'to l0', for o new single-fomily residence in o Monosoto
Multifomily-l2 (MMF-121 zoning district. The property oddress is llB0 Shore View
Drive, Englewood, Florido ond is described os lot 14, block A, of Englewood
Shores Subdivision, locoted in Section 13, Township 4l South, Ronge l9 Eqst. A
complete legol description ond odditionol informotion ore on file.

Ken Quillen presented generol informotion ond stoff findings for the petition. Bill

Truex is the ogent for Gory qnd Lorroine McBride.

Mr. Hittson osked could you exploin why there is o difference in the setbock
colculotion with o flot roof os opposed to o pitched roof?

Mr. Quillen soid becouse of the woy the definition of the height of o building is

worded in the Zoning Code, it soys to the highest point of the roof structure, thot
is why pitched roofs ore penolized by thot defínition ond flot roofs goin on
odvontoge. Flot roofs con be built with o smoller setbock of the some height, os

opposed to o pitched roof building, but it would still hove the some usoble
spoce, ceiling height, some building.

Ms. Dozier soid it is just becouse of the design of the roof. The roof is designed in

kind of on ongulor woy. Your height meosurement will be toller thon thot of o
flot roof. lt couses the differences os Ken hos stoted.

Mr. Quillen soid for these reqsons we ore proposing chonges in the Zoning Code
in the new Lond Development regulotions ond the Monosoto Key Code.
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Ao plíc o nt P r ese nt alio n
Eloine Miller, 300 West Deorborn, Englewood, so¡d she is the pres¡dent of
Suncoost Architect ond is the project orchitect for this project. She soid she
wonted to oddress the quest¡on o little differently. The reoson you ore penolized
for o sloped roof is if you con ¡mogine o two story house thot hos o flot roof, is

thot you colculote the height of thot to the flot roof. Toke thot some building
moss ond put o slope roof on top of it - your squore footoge of your house stoys
the some, the number of floors stoys the some, but becouse of the woy thot
height is determined, it is now o higher building becouse it is meosured to the
peok of the roof. The bosic essence is, thot by odding o roof, which is not
hobitoble squore footoge, it counts os odditionol height for the building ond you
octuolly lose thot hobitoble spoce below.

She possed out o booklet wíth exhibits ond exploined thot informqtion. She
discussed o meeting eorlier in the yeor with county stoff regording the overloy
code ond the plons for this site. She soid the Mqnosoto Key code is very
complicoted. There ore inconsistencies ond conflicts. She discussed the front
elevotion of the home ond setbocks.

Choîrmon Híltson opened fhe meefing to Pvblic Heorîng,

Public lnpul
Kendoll Jockson, residenl on Shore View Drive, soid he lives ocross from the
McBride's property. He owns this house for over 30 yeors. They hqve seen o lot
of chonges over the yeors. He feels the design of the McBride's home is

beoutiful. They ore listed os non-conforming, but they were conforming in l9ó4.
Now we ore oll expected to jump through hoops of this loter dote, trying to
mqke things more energy efficient, better/sofer structure ond he feels the
McBride's should not be penolized becouse of o new interpretotion. The

Monosoto Key overloy wos developed in conjunction with the residents of
Monosoto Key. The Zoning stoff wos present, olong with the legol stoff of every
meeting. This wos opproved unonimously by the County Commission ond os

recently os ó months ogo, there wos o survey token of 800 property owners on
Monqsoto Key ond B0% of those property owners were 100% in fovor of the
overloy ond its intent being kept. We ore under fire to chonge the will of the
people on Monosoto Key. I would hope you will go olong with the will of the
people on Monosoto Key ond lhe McBride's ond help them build o reol good
oddition to our neighborhood.

Tim Krebs, Archilecl, soid he thinks Eloine hos norrowed this down. We hove o
new interpretotion ond one thot blind sighted everyone. lt olso blind sighted the
Monosoto Key orchitecturol review boord. lt olso blind sighted one of the stoff
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members who o few doys ogo soid the step setbock wos oppropriote ond
opproved, then 3 doys loter met with me obout onother project ond soid it wos
not oppropriote. The result of ihis new interpretotion is devostoting. He

discussed o few exomples. He discussed yord minimum. He soid he wos before
this boord o few months ogo with onother project ond Mr. Thornberry soid this

hos got to be token core of. As of todoy, it still hos not been token core of.

There beino no further requesfs fo speok for or ogoinsf the petilion, Mr. Sfouf
moved fo õlose the public' heoring, s'econded by îñr. Brown. The public heoring
wos crosed with o unonímous Yofe.

Ken Quil/en presented the onolysis, conclusion ond recommended conditions
for the petition.

Mr. Rooney, Assistont Co. Atlorney, soid before o molion is mode, he feels
obliged to oddress the new interpretotion issue. He soid lows ore creoted ond
interpreted by people. People moke mistokes. Thot soid, the government hos
on obligotion where they find thot the provisions of o code of ordinonce ore
illegol, illegible, incorrect, or otherwise no longer opplicoble to chonge those
regulotions. This issue hos been going on for quite some time ond I understond
concerns ond the intent of the code, however, ihe courts will look of the cleor
ond un-ombiguous longuoge of the code itself to derive the intent. Not the
desire of those people who creoted it. They will soy if you intended it to be in
there, it should be in there. The courts will olso strictly construe the Zoning Codes
to opply ogoinsi the government in fovor of the property owner when the terms
ore ombiguous. ln this cose, we hove heord testimony thot the County hos
chonged its position on the interpretotion. I believe ihot is true. I believe the
County is interpreling the code bosed on the longuoge of the code. I hove not
heord ony testimony to substontiote o cloim thot this is not indeed for whot it
soys. This is o very difficult issue especiolly for ihe people out in Monosoto Key. lt
puts them in o bind, I ogree thot it does. Unfortunotely, the stoff is not under ony
obligotion to repeot mistokes thot hove been mode in the post bosed on the
interpretotion. Just os likely o situotion is, hod this proposol not hod the support
of its neighbors, but in foct hod the outroge of ils neighbors ond fhere wos
nimby (not in my bockyord) issues, those neighbors would be entitled to o
reversol or quosol decision cleorly becouse the longuoge does not support the
opplicotion. All thot testimony does go to the foct thot this is o hordship on the
oppliconts. I believe stoff is joining in supporting this vorionce. I jusl wont to
moke it cleor, unless someone con exploin to me otherwise, I om sure if we ore
moking on incorreci inlerpretotion of the code, we will chonge thot
inlerpretotion. Up to this point, we hove nol heord how thot interpretoiion is

incorrect. li simply wos brought to our ottention. We must odhere to it.



ACIION: A molion wos þresenfed bv Bob Sfouf ond seconded bv Mike Brown
lñf?ãfitìon VAR-10-ll tie APPROVEô bosed on the Growth Maníqemenf Sfoff
Reporf dofed Auqusf 2. 2010. ftre evidence ond fesfimony presõnfed at the
hetoríng, ond findíng Ir;oI the. oppticonf HAS MET the requireid criteriq îor ïhe
grontiíQ of ïhe voriohce wilh 2 cónditions.
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Ms. Dozier, Zoning Officiol, soid whot Mr. Rooney soid is conect. Apporently the
code wos not being followed correctly by stoff. We hove reolized thqt wos on
issue. We hove corrected thot. This chonge hos been in effect for over o yeor.
It is not brond new. To further correct this porticulor instonce is to correct the
code. The longuoge in the Mqnosoto Key code does not refer to the step
setbock used in this porticulor oreo. The code designotes it is one-holf the
building height os defined by our Zoning Code, which meosures it oll the woy to
the top of the building os exploined eorlier. We ore trying to fix it ond we
understond this does couse on inconvenience when it comes to the design of
buildings on Monosoto Key. lt wos not o re-interpretotion, it wos o correction of
o mis-interpretotion of o misinterpretotion bosed on whot wos specificolly written
in the Monosoto Key code. We ore correcting the text in Monosoto Key to
reflect whot they currently wont os their intent os Mr. Rooney hos stoted.

Motíon wos opproved wí|rh o unonîmous 3-0 vote (Mr Brown, Mn Hítlson, Mr
Sfouf) wìth the followìng condífíons;

l. This vorionce os opproved by the Boord of Zoning Appeols is to reduce both
side yord setbock requirements from l3' to l0' to ollow the proposed new
single-fomily residence only.

2. This vorionce extends only to the single-fomily residence os proposed with this
opplicotion. All future redevelopment of this property, other thon the single-
fomily residence proposed in this opplicotion, must be constructed
occording to oll opplicoble codes in existence of thot time, unless o
vorionce is gronted specific to the development proposed of thot time.

For the Record, Mr. Thornberry ond Mr. Truex come bock to the Boord

Petition # SE-l0-15
Chorlotte County Community Services is requesting o speciol exception to
increose the number of flogs permitted from one to three flogs, ond increose
the height permitted from 15' to 20' for two flogs ond from I 5' to 25' for one
flog, in o Residentiol Single Fomily 3.5 (RSF-3.5) zoning district. The property
oddress is I l85 O'Donnell Boulevord, Port Chorlotte, Florido qnd is described os
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porcel Pl being o port of Section ll, Township 40 south, Ronge 2l Eost. A
complete legol description ond qdditionol informotion ore on file.

Ken Qui//en presented generol informotion ond stoff findings for the petition.

Applíconf Presenfofion
Michqel Koenig, Chorlotte County Community Services, oppl¡cqnl, soid he hos
been sworn in. He soid on Moy 11,2010 the Boord of County Commissioners
entered into on CIgreement with the Veterons of Foreign Wor Post 5ó90 to further
improve ond develop the Veterons Memoriol Wolkwoy of North Chorlotte
Regionol Pork. The intent is to odd 3 flogpoles, flogs ond monuments for eoch
bronch of the service, os well os o monument for the POW/MIA's. This will be
done with etiquette of the stors ond stripes. North Chorlotte Regionol Pork lies
within the Murdock Villoge mixed use redevelopment oreo. The pork itself is

zoned residentiol, however, it is on 82 ocre pork, so it should not impoct ony
development thot occurs oround the pork.

Mr. Thornberry osked if he ogreed with the stoff report ond conditions?

Mr. Koenig soid obsolutely.

Choìrmon Thornberry opened ffie meefing |o Public Hearing.

Public lnput
No one spoke for or ogoinst this request.

Ihere beino no îurther requesfs fo speok for or oqoinsf the peiiiion, Mr. Sfouf
moved fo c'lose the publíc'heoring, sêconded by ìtrr. Hiffson. fhe public heoring
wos closed wilh o unqnímous vofe.

Ken Quillen presented the onolysis, conclusion ond recommended condítions
for the petition.

ACIION: A molion ryos prese nted by Ed Hillson ond seconded bV Bill fruex thot
P6filiõ7-SE-10-15 be APPROVED boséd on fhe Growih Manosemenf Sfoff Reporf
dofed August 2, 2010, fhe evídence ond fesfimony presenled of the heaäng,-
ond findin-g thoi the dppliconl HAS MET the requireid'crileria for the gronling ó1
fhe speciolexception with 3 condífions.

Motíon wos opproved wíIh o unonímous 5-0 vote wíth the followíng condífíons;



Minutes
Board of Zoning Appeals
August I l, 2010
Page 7 of l3

l. This speciol exception is to ollow the three flogs, identified in the stoff report, os
follows: one flogpole up to 25' high moy disploy one flog up to 25 squore feei in
qreo; ond two flogpoles up to 20' high mqy disploy one flog eoch up to ì 5
squore feet in oreo of the locotion specified in the site plon submitted. The totol
oreo of oll three flogs sholl not exceed 55 squore feet in qreq.

2. The site plon preseñted by the opplicont os port of the petition is for illustrotive
purposes only. The proposed flogpoles must comply with oll other opplicoble
codes, including the requirements for permits, if opplicoble.

3. Any mojor chonges or odditions to this speciol exception sholl require o
modificotion of the speciol exception. Minor chonges or qdditions such os
occessory uses or structures moy be opproved by the Zoning Officiol.

Petítíon #SE-10-16
Geri Woksler, Esq., ogenl for Joe Fellmeth is requesting o spec¡ol exception to
ollow o bor to be locoled within 1,000 feet of qn existing church in o
Commerciol Generol (CG) zoning dislrict. The property oddress is 200'l Rio De
Joneiro Avenue, Port Chorlotte, Florido ond is described os port of Troct "J" of
Punto Gordo lsles Subdivision, Sub-section 23, in Section I ó, Township 40 South,
Ronge 23 Eost. A complete legol description ond odditionol informotion ore on
file.

Ken Qui/len presented generol informotion ond stoff findings for the petition.

Mr. Hitlson osked for some bockground for the rotionol how this low come into
existence or whot it is trying to occomplish?

Mr. Rooney soid I wos not here when it wos possed but it is o foirly common
zoning proctice to restrict certoin uses not for themselves, but for certoin skid row
or secondory deleterious effects thol they hove. I'm thinking odult oriented
businesses, olcohol, often these things ore limited from institutionol uses. For the
most port, they ore requiríng o speciol use permit which is upheld os o
reosonoble restroint. Our code operotes the reverse. lf the bqr is there first, ond
the church comes to the locotion, there is no impoct on the bor. The bor gets to
remoin. lt is o situotion where it is not on existing use, but someone is choosing to
locote in on oreo.

Mr. Hitlson osked Mr. Quillen, you frequently point out objective 3..l of the Future
Lond Use Element. Whot stondords do you use to determine whot constitutes
respectful?

Mr. Quillen osked - is thot under the vorionce?

Mr. Hitlson soid you hove used thot in conjunction with speciol exceptions
before.
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Ms. Dozier soid there is no definition for respectful so to speok. The issue is just
rev¡ew¡ng the uses ond see¡ng whot the potentiol negotive impocts con be on
the uses between eoch other, is whot it boils down to.

Mr. Rooney soid this is o Comprehensive Plon uses. lt is brood ond over our
code.

Mr. Hitlson osked how long the church hos been in its locotion?

Someone sqid 2 yeors.

Mr. Brown osked the hours of operotion?

Ms. Woksler soid they connot open on Sundoy before noon.

Choirmon Thornberry opened fhe meefing lo Public Heorìng,

ffiW[ow,representedtheopplicqnt.Ms.Wokslersoidthe
church is locóted in o-store front diooonol from wh'ere this property is. lt's leosinq
sooce. This corner wos olwovs desioioted os commerciol'on'the'orioinol olot oT
Deep Creek. ,lt provides. seivices fór lh-e neighborhgog. We ore rðquesting oDeeo UreeK. lï orovrdes servrces lor ïne neronþornooo. we ore requeslrnq cr
speciol exceptioh. Stondords l, 3 ond 5 relole to whether it is o permitted rJse.
We completêlv oqree wíth stoff's CIssessment on thot. We mostlv ooree with
conditioris # 2,'4 o"nd ó, which relotes to compotibility, buffers ond the ðetriment
to the surroundino oreos. But I do hove one issue.with reoord to the buffers.
Criterio 2 is thot thé requested soeciol exception is compotibTe with existinq uses,
surroundino immediotelv odiocent ond contiouous to the lond on whiõh the
soeciol exðeotion would exisls. The tovern is o-commerciol use requested to be
riloced in o fono stondino ond existino commerciql zonino district.' Technicollv.
There ore no reíldentiol u"ses immedioïely odiocent ond ðontiquous to the sité.
When it wos desiqned ond plotted by'PunIo Gordo lsles ln-c., they creoted
buffers. There is-nothino inimediotelv contiouous ond odiocent. There ore
residences neor bv, but sõporoted bv the qreðn belt. The tovern will only serve
beer, wine ond chompoghe ond will not hove ony live entertoinment. 'Just o
cominunitv tovern/oub. "All locoted in o fullv enblosed buildinq. No tobles
outside. She discu3ied other uses thot could b'e used on this site 6v rioht. She
soid o tovern is o permitted use, but becouse there is o church neor'byithey ore
reouestino this soeciol exceotion. lf the church closed uo, they would not need
this. They"occe'pt the conditions from stoff, with the exceptioó of condition #3,
which would reQuire the opplicont to instoll londscope buffers oround the entire
site.

Public lnput
6roæ-modeo, soid she hos been sworn. She soid this might breok the ice for
someone else wontino o tovern neor o school. She doesn't-see onv one oooinst
this request, so moybé they wont it, but o tovern is o little differerít thon õ bor.
Whot bothers her is'if it doeé not work out.



Minutes
Board of Zoning Appeals
August I l, 2010
Page 9 of l3

Mr. Brown soid there is o pizzerio down the rood ond they serve beer ond wine.
He wondered obout routiires olso ond drunk driving, but if CIny of thot occurs, it is
on issue for the Sheriff's deportment.

There beinq no furlher resuests fo speok îor or oqoinsf fhe pefifion, Mr. Sfouf
moved fo c-lose ïhe public'heoring, säconded by frlr, Brown. Íhe public heoring
wos crosed with ct unon¡mous vofe.

Mr. Slout soid he wonted to heor o response to the buffer issue.

Mr. Quillen soid Section 3-9-7(h) conditions ond sofe guord soys: "Should the
Boord of Zoning Appeols opprove o speciol exception, the BZA moy impose
reosonoble conditions in order to prevent or minimize odverse effects on other
property in the surrounding neighborhood." This is why we recommended
bringing the londscoping up to code. Also the Zoning Code hos the non-
conforming section of the Zoning Code ond lhe intent there is lo eventuolly
bring everything into complionce with code including londscoping. This is on
opportunity to do thot.

Mr. Thornberry osked the opplicont, you hove ogreed to oll 4 stipulolions?

Ms. Woksler soid they ogreed to 3 - we do hove o big issue os o ,|,500 
s.f. tenont

in o much lorger building, to put in considerobly more thon 1,500 s.f. of
londscoping for o use thot would be ollowed by right without ony requirement in
the code to put in buffers, but for the presence of o rented store front church.

Ken Quillen presented the onolysis, conclusion ond recommended conditions
for the petition.

nto Gordo lsles d¡d q firle jgþ.ot thot
íniä'iäät¡ãn-"ÍtñiiäíJð5'äéicìoJ'eitoòi¡ïrrméñtsl"Mät-be'iñ thö'Þo¿t-õrrärlöiiä
grço, l.might,wont,the londscoping, but in.this oreo, lwbuldn't hove o problem.
I qlso do nbt think they should hove to do the londscoping.

Mr. Stout soid he does not believe they should impost hours or buffers.

Mr. Brown soid he olso oorees with the Choirmon. There is bufferinq ond
londscoping. There is no livð entertoinment, so there is no sound to buffer.-

Mr. Hitlson soid he thought it would be unreosonoble to osk o tenont to instoll
buffering.

ACIION: A molion wos presenfed by Bill Trvex ond seconded bv Mike Brown

Reporf dofed Auqusf 2. 2010. fhe evídence ond teslimonv presènfed of fhe
he'drino, ond fîndín<r lhol lhe opplicont HAS MEI the reqúiréd criteria for ihe
orontilà oî ïhe spãciol exceófion wilh condifions # 7, 2, ond 4 ond o
íeplocãmenf sfþulä¡¡on lor # 3 fó be - no live enlertoinmenf.
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Motíon wos ctpproved with a unon¡mous (5-0) vote wíth the îollowîng conditions:

1. The speciol exception, os opproved by the Boord of Zoning Appeols, is to ollow o
,|,500 

squqre foot tovern within the existing commerciol building.
2. The site plqn presented by the opplicont os port of this petition is for illustrotive

purposes only. All permitting procedures ond codes, including londscoping ond
buffers, qre opplicoble to the construction ond operotion of the existing
commerciol use ond proposed tovern.

3. No live entertoinment.
4. Any mojor chonges or qdditions to this speciol exception, including ony future

exponsions of the tovern, sholl requíre o modificotion of the speciol exception.
Minor chonges or odditions such os occessory uses or structures moy be
opproved by the Zoning Officiol.

Publíc Commenfs -

Mr. Tim Krebs so¡d I om here bosicolly becouse of the some issue I

discussed before. ln June, there wos o petition heord, Mr. Truex excused
himself. At the August heoring, on opportunity to osk for reconsiderotion
wos not ovoiloble becouse o quorum wos not present. Todoy's meeting is

the first opportunity I hove to requesl for reconsiderotion for side yord
setbock issues. The vorionce request prepored by stoff included o request
for existing construction. I did not petition for onything reloted to existing
building. I hove no intention to do so. My request wos solely for o 3' 7.5"
side yord vorionce, eoch side of the new construction which wos required
becouse it hod been determined thot the historic step setbock
meosurements were no longer ovoiloble in the Monosoto overloy. I

request the Boord reconsider this requirement.

Mr. Hittson soid it is my understonding of the rules thot o opplicont is not
permitted to request o reheoring. ls thot correct Mr. Rooney?

Mr. Rooney soid thot is correct, unless he does it of thot heoring or the
very next heoring.

Mr. Truex soid there were only 3 members in July ond I recused, so there
wos only 2 members to vote.

Mr. Rooney soid but the issue is the motter could hove been roised ond
continued to this heoring ond it wosn't. To preserve their right to moke
the request - they could hove mode the request ond soid there is not o
quorum to oddress my issue, pleose post pone it until August.
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Ms. Dozier soid thot option wos g¡ven but not occepted.

Mr. Rooney soid he never osked. There wos public input of thot meeting
os there is todoy.

Mr. Thornberry osked Mr. Krebs if thot is correct?

Mr. Krebs soid of the July meeting there wos no o quorum. I knew Mr.
Truex would be recused.

Mr. Hittson so¡d there wos cr quorum for the meeting.

Mr. Truex soid there wos o quorum for the meet¡ng, but not o quorum for
the petition.

Mr. Thornberry soid in June when your request wos denied, then the next
month, only one of the members who denied the request, would be oble
to bring it bock for discussion or to go on the ogendo.

Mr. Krebs soíd the issue is - solely whot I wont is the some thing, in ihe
direction thot I need to toke, is to do exoctly whot just hoppened. Now
thot everyone is owore thot there hos been o reinterpretotion of some
point in time of the side yord setbocks on Monosoto Key.

Mr. Quillen soid he is referring to o vorionce we heord todoy ond thot is

inelevont to his vorionce.

Mr. Rooney soid if you believe thot the interpretotion thot hos been given
to you is incorrect, the proper course of oction is to oppeol the Zoning
Officiols interpretotion. ln which cose, if you ore successful, you will not
hove to osk for onything else from this Boord. No vorionces, no speciol
exceptions. Nothing.

Mr. Krebs soid ond it will be the vorionce thot I osked for.

Mr. Thornberry soid it does not look like this Boord con help you. We hove
rules we hove to follow ond I believe you hove to oppeol lhe 'no'
decision.

Mr. Rooney soid the time for thot hos expired. There is o ó month limitotion
in the rules. After ó months, you con bring o substontiolly similor request to
the Boord.



Minutes
Board of Zoning Appeals
August I l,2010
Page 12 of 13

Mr. Krebs soid ogoin, I must reiterote. The vorionce presented to you ot
the June meeting, wos not the vorionce lhot I requested.

Mr. Quillen so¡d thot is incorrect Mr. Chqirmon.

Mr. Krebs soid thot is obsolutely correcl. I osked for only o side yord
setbock vor¡once.

Mr. Quillen soid thot wos in your request olong with others thot you olso
needed to do your project.

Mr. Krebs soid I did not request onything else. I requested to use the step
setbock, ond thot wos the dimensions thot you decided, which wos
chonged in o period of obout 3 doys since Broselton soid it wosn't.

Mr. Thornberry soid you ore out of order osking us to do whot you ore
suggest¡ng to do. We hove criterio thot we hove to follow. We ore not
going to vote on whot you ore osking ond suggesting. We connot
reconsider thot. I strongly suggest you get with the Counly Attorney ond
Zoning Officiol ond the Building Officiol ond resolve the difference. Or,
reopply for o vorionce of o dote ofter ó months.

Mr. Krebs soid Derek, I hove written you on emoil, the lost emoil, since this

would be o different dimensionol.

Mr. Rooney soid there is on exception to the reconsiderotion rule thot
ollows someone who is bringing o seporote request. lf they ore
substontiolly different, they ore ollowed before the ó months.

Mr. Krebs soid give me o coll.

Mr. Truex soid just for the record, the vote wos 3/0 - Mrs. Seoy left eorly
thot doy ond I wos recused.

X. Sfoff Commenfs -
ext heoring hos 2 Petitions.

Xl. Member Commenfs -
Mr. Thornberry soid Mr. Krebs needs to get this resolved, lets work with him
ond get this done.

Mr. Dozier soid they ore working on correcting the Monosoto Key issue

ond this will be token core of.
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Mr. Truex sqid he still respectfully does disogree with stoff in reference to
yord minimum os it stotes in 3-9-53 - it does reference if it is not specificolly
in the Monosoto Key overloy code, it reverts to the underlying code,
which is woterfront monogement district, which is where the interpretotion
wos before. I still believe thot con still be there. lt will be nice to see it
corrected ond chonged so we don't hove to hove this discuss¡on
onymore. I d¡d osk Mr. Krebs to contocl your office for proper procedure
for coming bock becouse he come lo me first. For the record, I wont you
to know I did osk him to contoct You.

Xll. Nexf Meefino

Ihe nexf meefing of the Boord of Zoning Appeols is scheduled for
Wednesdoy, Sepfember 8,2010, of 9:00 Q.ttt., ín Room l19.

There being no further business, the meeting ADJOURNED of l0:40 o.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Dione Clim, Recorder

ApprovolDote:


